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REMARKS 

Applicants' attorney thanks the Examiner for her comments. Independent 
Claims 1, 13, 14 and 15 have been amended to make it clear that the term "web assembly 
of precursor garments" refers to a plurality of precursor garments contained in a single web 
assembly as described in the drawings, Figs. 2-5, and in the corresponding written 
description and Examples (esp. p. 5 line 10 - p. 6 line 3). The recited process steps are 
performed on each of the precursor garments. The process includes the step of dividing the 
web assembly of precursor garments into resultant garments as described in Figs. 5-6 and 
p. 31 lines 3-4 and p. 32 lines 7-11. 

The independent claims have also been amended to recite "a percent 
neckdown of about 10% to about 80%" (See p. 10 lines 8-20, p. 22 lines 21-22). Several 
dependent claims have been amended for consistency with the independent claims, and to 
overcome other issues raised by the Examiner. 

a) Objection To The Specification 

The objection to the specification as failing to provide antecedent basis for 
the claimed subject matter is respectfully traversed in view of the claim amendments. The 
phrase "an insubstantial amount" has been removed from the claims. The independent 
Claims 1, 13, 14 and 15 now recite "a percent neckdown of about 10% to about 80%." 
This limitation is supported on p. 10 lines 9-20 and p. 22 lines 21-22. As explained on p. 
10, "percent neckdown" means the same thing as "percent necked" and refers to a 
difference between a pre-necked (original) dimension and a necked dimension, with the 
difference being expressed as a percentage of the pre-necked dimension. Claims 26-27 and 
30-31 have been canceled for consistency with the independent claims. Applicants believe 
this objection has been overcome. 

b) Claim Rejection Based on 35 U.S.C. § 112 

The rejection of Claims 1, 3-4, 6-7 and 1 1-33 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second 
paragraph is respectfully traversed. As explained above, the term "web assembly of 
precursor garments" in the independent claims does not refer to a specific material layer. 
Instead, the term refers to a plurality of precursor garments combined in a single web 
assembly (prior to division) as described in Figs. 2-6 and in the Examples. The "web 
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assembly of precursor garments" means the same thing as "precursor garment web" or 
"web assembly" described in the Examples (p. 28 lines 5-1 6, p. 30 lines 1-4 and 19-21, p. 
31 line 10 - p. 32 line 3). When read in the context of the remainder of each independent 
claim, and the specification, the meaning of "web assembly of precursor garments" in 
claims 1, 13, 14 and 15 is clear. 

To avoid confusion, the term "web layer" has been deleted from claims 3, 4 
and 6. Claim 7 has been canceled. The terms "elastic material," "first material" and 
"second material" recited in Claims 1, 16 and 21 refer to individual material layers, as 
opposed to the "web assembly of precursor garments" recited in the independent claims. 
These terms would be clear to persons of ordinary skill in the art. 

Accordingly, the claim rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 112 should be 

withdrawn. 

c) Claim Rejection Based On Double Patenting 

Applicants have canceled Claim 7, in order to avoid a possible double 
patenting rejection with Claim 16. Applicants believe this concern has been overcome. 

d) Claim Language Interpretation 

Applicants disagree with the Examiner's interpretation of "web of precursor 
garments" as broadly defining at least one layer that can be used in the making of a 
garment. This interpretation disregards the plural form of "garments." As explained 
above, the amended term "web assembly of precursor garments" refers to an assembly 
including a plurality of precursor garments, prior to division, as shown in the drawings. 
The term does not refer to an individual material layer. 

e) Claim Rejection Based On Litchholt 

The rejection of Claims 1, 3, 4, 6-7 and 11-25 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as 
anticipated by, or under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as obvious over "Litchholt '027" is respectfully 
traversed. No "Litchholt '027" has been made of record. If the Examiner is aware of such 
a reference, then please fully identify it. 



KCC-2100 



9 



I/gdm 



Serial No.: 10/025,027 



Docket No.: KC-16,088 



The only "Litchholt" reference made of record is U.S. Patent 5,503,919 
(herein "Litchholt '919"). Litchholt '919 apparently has nothing to do with Applicants' 
invention, and does not disclose the limitations of Applicants' independent claims. 

Litchholt '919 is directed to an elastomeric hot melt adhesive foam and a 
method of making it. Referring to the drawings, there is no disclosure of a web assembly 
of precursor garments, as required by Applicants' independent claims. 

Litchholt '919 also does not disclose applying necking tension to a web 
assembly of precursor garments to provide a percent neckdown of about 10% to about 
80%, thereby placing the cuff area at a first width. Using the definition of "percent 
neckdown" provided in Applicants' specification, the first width would be about 10% to 
about 80% less than an original (pre-necked) width. This limitation is recited in every 
independent claim. 

Litchholt '919 also does not disclose affixing an elastic material to either a) 
a cuff area of each precursor garment, or b) a selected area of the web assembly while at 
the first width, as required by Applicants' independent claims. As explained above, 
Litchholt '919 does not neck a web assembly of precursor garments to obtain said first 
width (i.e. a width corresponding to a percent neckdown of about 10% to about 80%). 

Litchholt '919 also does not disclose removing a necking tension as required 
by Applicants' claims. Where no necking tension is applied, none can be removed. 

Litchholt '919 also does not disclose dividing a web assembly of precursor 
garments into resultant garments, as required by Applicants' claims. 

It should be noted that terms such as "necking," "necking tension" or the 
like do not cover every kind of tension that can be applied to a material or region of a 
material. Instead, as explained on p. 9 lines 7-19, the terms refer to a process where a 
material is tensioned and extended in a first (e.g. length) direction to cause necking and 
narrowing in a second, mutually perpendicular (e.g. width) direction. No such process is 
disclosed in Litchholt '919. 

In summary, most or all of Applicants' independent claim limitations are not 
disclosed or suggested in Litchholt '919. This claim rejection should be withdrawn. 
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f) Conclusion 

Applicants believe that the claims, as now presented, are in condition for 



allowance. If the Examiner detects any unresolved issues, then Applicants' attorney 
requests an opportunity to work them out by telephone. 



Pauley Petersen & Erickson 
2800 West Higgins Road; Suite 365 
Hoffman Estates, Illinois 60195 
TEL (847) 490-1400 
FAX (847) 490-1403 



Respectfully submitted, 




Maxwell J. Petersen 
Registration No. 32,772 
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